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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 4, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. 

Response to Amendment 

2. This communication is responsive to the RCE filed on 02/21/2007. 

It is also noted the petition (filed on 02/21/2007) for revival of the application was 
granted on 03/30/2007 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on 09/02/2005 based on the affidavits (also filed on 
09/02/2005) under 3CFR 1.131 (see Remarks: pages 11-12) have been fully considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. It is noted that some claimed limitation(s) that 
was not disclosed in the affidavit evidence may subject to rejection based on the references prior 
to the instant application filing date (10/04/2000) and after the earliest date supported by the 
affidavits (in this case, 02/22/2000). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Regarding claims 1-28, the claims include (or inherit) limitations "suitable for ..." 
and/or "capable of performing (doing). . which are not positive limitations because it is 
unclear tliat the limitations are really part(s) of the claimed invention or just optional part(s) of 
the claimed invention, so as being indefinite. 

Claim Rejections ' 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5.. Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LADD et al. 
(US 6,269,336 Bl) hereinafter referenced as LADD, in view of MACKENTY (US 6,088,675) 
hereinafter referenced as MACKENTY. 

Regarding claim 1, as best understood in view of the rejection under 35 USC 112 2"^ (see 
above), LADD discloses 'voice browser for interactive service and methods thereof (title) with 
text-to-speech conversion (col. 9, lines 1-10) in network environment (Fig. 3), comprising: 
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"a first executable resource" (Fig. 3 and col. 11, 26-35, "the voice browser 250 
preferably receives information from the information sources (including executable resource), 
such as the content provider 208 via the application server 242, the markup language servers 251 
and 257, database 244, and the content provider 208); 

"a second executable resource" (Fig. 3 and col. 9, lines 1-10, 'the TTS unit 252 
(executable resource) of the VRU server 234 receives textual data or information . ..from the 
application server 242' and 'converts the data to voice data or information', which read on 
second executable resource), wherein: 

"the first executable resource generates text portions from the body of text in 
response to receiving an initial request to convert the body of text to speech" (Fig. 3 and 
col. 11, lines 30-45, 'in response to voice input (initial request) from user. . .the voice 
browser 250 generates a content request (also corresponding to initial request) to navigate 
to a destination of one or more of the information sources', 'the information . . .can 
include text content (text portions), markup language document (also interpreted as text 
portions) or pages...'; also see col. 3, lines 7-23); 

"the first executable resource provides an output in response to generating the text 
portions, [the output comprising a sequence of resource identifiers suitable for use in the 
text-to-speech conversion of the text portions, each of the resource identifiers comprising 
a corresponding one of the text portions and an identity of a resource capable of 
performing the text-to-speech conversion]", (Fig. 3 and col. 11, lines 30-36, 'the source 
responds the request, sending (outputting) at least portion of the request information...'. 
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'the information (the output) . . .can include text content (text portions), markup language 
document or pages (also interpreted as text portions). . . '); 

"the second executable resource receives a text portion web request that requests 
the conversion of at least one text portion to an audio format, [the text portion request 
comprising the at least one text portion and one of the resource identifiers]", (Fig. 3 and 
col. 9, lines 1-10, 'the TTS unit 252 (second executable resource) ... receives textual data 
or information (text portion web request) ...from the application server 242', 'processes 
the textual data and converts the data to voice data or information (audio format)'); and 

"the second executable resource provides at least one media file suitable for audio 
output based on the text portion request" (col. 9, lines 1 1-24, 'the TTS unit 252 can 
provide data to the VRU client 232 which reads or plays the data (media file) to user', 
'the VRU server 234 can read the audio message to the user using human recorded 
speech or synthesized speech). 

LADD does not expressly discloses the output of the first executable resource 
"comprising a sequence of resource identifiers suitable for use in the text-to-speech conversion 
of the text portions, each of the resource identifiers comprising a corresponding one of the text 
portions and an identity of a resource capable of performing the text-to-speech conversion" and 
"the text portion request comprising the at least one text portion and one of the resource 
identifiers". However, this feature is well known in the art as evidenced by MACKENTY who, 
in the same field in endeavor, discloses 'auditorially representing pages of SGML data' (title), 
comprising that 'synthetic speech is used to read the text content aloud' and 'an SGML 
(Standard General Markup Language) page can be read aloud using a speech synthesis device' 



Application/Control Number: 09/679, 1 09 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2626 

with 'SGML tag' (col. 2, lines 14-24); providing an example of the 'text' and the corresponding 
markup 'HTML document' including multiple text portions, each of them has resource identifier 
(i.e. URL) with a text portion and resource identity (col. 7, line 45 to col. 9, line 20), which reads 
on the claimed limitation(s). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at time the invention was made to modify LADD by providing multiple (sequence) 
resource identifiers (such as URL), each of them contains text portion and source identity for the 
speech synthesizer (text-to-speech), as taught by MACKENTY, for the purpose (motivation) of 
representing contents of an SGML page with sound data rather than visual data and/or avoiding 
having any single node containing a large amount of text (col. 1, lines 54-55 and col. 4, 64-65). 

It should be pointed out that since the claimed "suitable for ..." and "capable of 
performing ..." are not positive limitations and it is unclear that the limitations are really part(s) 
of the claimed invention or just optional part(s), the limitations are broadly interpreted as merely 
optional part(s) of the claimed invention and no patentable weight is given for these limitations 
(the same or similar limitations in the other claims will be treated in the same way hereinafter). 

Regarding claim 2 (depending on claim 1), LADD in view of MACKENTY further 
discloses: 

"the first executable resource generates the text portions in response to receiving an 
initial hypertext transport protocol (HTTP) request to convert the body of text to speech" 
(LADD: col. 11, lines 34-35, 'the content request can use at least a portion of a URL, a URN, an 
IP, a page request, or an electronic email'; col. 3, lines 7-23, 'the information source 106 can be 
identified by an electronic address using at least portion of a URL' that 'can include:... "http:" 
for accessing an HTML document. . .'). 



Application/Control Number: 09/679, 1 09 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2626 

"the first executable resource provides a markup language page comprising uniform 
resource locators (URL's), wherein each URL comprises a text character string suitable for 
conversion to the audio format and an HTTP address of the resource" (LADD: col. 11, lines 34- 
35 and col. 3, lines 7-23, see above; MACKENTY: col. 7, line 45 to col. 9, line 20, see claim 1 
above); 

"the second executable resource receives at least one HTTP request comprising at least 
one of the URLs" (LADD: col. 11, lines 34-35 and col. 3, lines 7-23, see above; MACKENTY: 
col. 7, line 45 to col. 9, line 20, see claim 1 above). 

Regarding claim 3, it recites a method. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 1, because the claim recites same or similar limitation(s) as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 4 (depending on claim 3), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 2, because the claim recites same or similar limitation(s) as claim 2. 

Regarding claim 5, it recites a server. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim L 

Regarding claim 6 (depending on claim 5), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 2, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim 2. 

Regarding claim 7 (depending on claim 5), LADD in view of MACKENTY further 
discloses "the executable resource provides the resource identifiers in a prescribed sequence 
based on respective positions of the text portions in the body of text", (MACKENTY: col. 7, line 
45 to col. 9, line 20), wherein the example shows the prescribed sequence of URLs for different 
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portions of the texts, based on certain positions (such paragraph) of the body of the texts, which 
broadly can be read on the claim). 

Regarding claim 8, it recites a method. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 5, because the claim recites same or similar limitation(s) as claim 5. 

Regarding claim 9 (depending on claim 8), LADD in view of MACKENTY further 
discloses "receiving an initial request for a text-to-audio conversion of the body of text, wherein 
the step of generating the text portions comprises generating the text portions in response to the 
step of receiving the initial request", (LADD: Fig. 3 and col. 11, lines 30-45, 'in response to 
voice input (initial request) from user... the voice browser 250 generates a content request to 
navigate to a destination of one or more of the information sources', 'the information ...can 
include text content (text portions), markup language document (also interpreted as text portions) 
or pages...'). 

Regarding claim 10 (depending on claim 8), LADD in view of MACKENTY further 
discloses "generating each text portion in a manner suitable for inclusion in a hypertext transport 
protocol (HTTP) request", (LADD: col. 11, lines 34-35, 'the content request can use at least a 
portion of a URL, a URN, an IP, a page request, or an electronic email', 'the information source 
responds to the requests . . . ' and 'the information can including text content, markup language 
document or pages'; col. 3, lines 7-23, 'the information source 106 can be identified by an 
electronic address using at least portion of a URL' that 'can include:. . . "http:" for accessing an 
HTML document...'; MACKENTY: col. 7, line 45 to col. 9, line 20, shows http protocol used 
in HTML document for each text portion). 
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Regarding claim 12 (depending on claim 8), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 7, because the claim recites same or similar limitation(s) as claim 7. 

Regarding claim 13, it recites a server. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim 1. 

Regarding claim 15, it recites a computer product. The rejection is based on the same 
reason described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) 
as claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 17, it recites a text-to-audio server. The rejection is based on the same 
reason described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) 
as claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 19 (depending on claim 17), LADD in view of MACKENTY further 
discloses that "the response comprises media files suitable for the audio output", (LADD: Fig. 3 
and col. 9, lines 1 1-24, 'the TTS unit 252 can provide data to the VRU client 232 which reads or 
plays the data (media file) to user', 'the VRU server 234 can read the audio message (audio 
output) to the user using human recorded speech or synthesized speech'). 

Regarding claim 20, it recites a method. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim 1. 

Regarding claim 22 (depending on claim 20), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 19, because the claim recites same or similar limitation(s) as claim 19. 
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Regarding claim 23, it recites a text-to-audio server. The rejection is based on the same 
reason described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) 
as claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 25, it recites a computer program product. The rejection is based on the 
same reason described for claim 1, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar 
limitation(s) as claim 1 . 

Regarding claims 11 (depending on claim 8), 14 (depending on claim 13), 16 (depending 
on claim 15), 18 (depending on claim 17), 21 (depending on claim 20), 24 (depending on claim 
23) and 26 (depending on claim 25), the rejection is based on the same reason described for 
claim 6, because the claims respectively recite same or similar limitation(s) as claim 6. 

Regarding claim 27, it recites a method. The rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 1 , because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim 1. 

Regarding claim 28 (depending on claim 27), the rejection is based on the same reason 
described for claim 2, because the claim recites (or includes) same or similar limitation(s) as 
claim 2. 

Conclusion 

6. Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) as 
follows: 

Mail Stop 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O.Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
or faxed to: 571-273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
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Or: 571-273-8300, (for informal or draft commimications, and please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 
If no Mail Stop is indicated below, the line beginning Mail Stop should be omitted from the 
address. 

Effective January 14, 2005, except correspondence for Maintenance Fee payments, 
Deposit Account Replenishments (see 1.25(c)(4)), and Licensing and Review (see 37 CFR 5.1(c) 
and 5.2(c)), please address correspondence to be delivered by other delivery services (Federal 
Express (Fed Ex), UPS, DHL, Laser, Action, Purolater, etc.) as follows: 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

Customer Window, Mail Stop 

Randolph Building 

Alexandria, VA 223 14 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qi Han whose telephone numbers is (571) 272-7604. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday from 9:00 a.m. to 7:30 p.m. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner*s supervisor, 
Richemond Dorvil, can be reached on (571) 272-7602. I 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Inquiries regarding the status of submissions 
relating' to an application or questions on the Private PAIR system should be directed to the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 703-305-3028 between the 
hours of 6 a.m. and midnight Monday through Friday EST, or by e-mail at: ebc@uspto.gov. For 
general information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 

QH/qh 

July 19, 2007 




